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Dr. Fred. J. Smith observes, in THE LANCET of July 6th,
p. 50, that he has seen children made "peevish and
even seriously ill" by the effects of boiled milk. But is
he quite sure that the cause of this is to be found in milk
and not elsewhere ? And what evidence is there to show
that unboiled milk would have given more satisfactory
results in the case of those children ? ’?

T n.m Sirs. yours faithfullv.
M. L. DHINGRA, M.D. EDIN.

Albemarle-street, W., July 8th, 1901. I :

"LEGISLATION AGAINST NATIONAL
INTEMPERANCE."

To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,-I crave your courtesy so far that you will afford me
space for a final reply to Dr. Archdall Reid. We have
reached that stage in the controversy when the t2r, quoque
argument is apt to be used, and I do not desire that this
important discussion should flicker out, so far as I am con-
cerned, with Dr. Reid’s peculiar view both of logic and
summation of facts. Dr. Reid has a little joke (not at my
expense but at his own, of course) regarding the presence of
a dragon at three minutes past midnight on Nov. 10th, 1900,
curling his whiskers on the cross of St. Paul’s. He says that
if he asserted that the dragon occupied this ecclesiastical
situation nobody could disprove the assertion. Now this
very example delivers Dr. Reid and his peculiar ideas

regarding the nature of proof into my hands. I
shall not spare mine enemy. The case of the dragon
would be settled for myself (and I imagine for all
sensible men) by considerations connected, first, with

proofs of the existence of such a creature ; next with

questions of its ability to scale St. Paul’s (Dr. Reid’s dragon
would possess wings, no doubt) ; and, thirdly, with the state
of Dr. Reid’s mind-here I need not say that I imply nothing
personal, of course-when he asserted that he saw the

whisker-curling operation. If he merely alleged that a

dragon did curl his whiskers, without saying that he saw the
operation performed, his case would be less worthy of con-
sideration. Now, judged scientifically, I say we have no
evidence in this case that dragons exist ; therefore, all the
rest goes by the board into that sea of speculation in which
Dr. Reid’s natatory efforts are not likely to keep him afloat
very long if he trusts to the dragon illustration as a species
of lifebuoy. He asks me for evidence that "acquired" 

"

characters are never transmitted. I suggest in turn that
such evidence does exist. This is a reasonable view enough,
but Dr. Reid, with an eel-like gesture, slips out of his diffi-

culty on the pretence that I ask him to " prove a

negative. 
" That strain of his has a dying fall." " I

have heard that argument used many times when the task
of proving his own case was beyond the powers of an

opponent. Suppose I assert that it is impossible that a dragon
should have " curled his whiskers on the cross of St. Paul’s." "

Dr. Reid says that I cannot prove my view to be correct
because I "cannot prove a negative." 

" Am I to take it,
then, as a corollary of this monstrous proposition, that
Dr. Reid asserts that, say, a lunatic’s ideas carnot be con-
tradicted ? The real case is, that Dr. Reid and myself are
both face to face with certain facts of inheritance and each
of us seeks to explain them. He chooses one explanation ; I
choose another. I do not deny that congenital characters are
inherited, but I contend that acquired characters may also be
transmitted. It is no question of "proving a negative at
all ; it is a question whether Dr. Reid’s exclusive view as
regards acquired" " characters is to prevail. If he has no

stronger argument to offer than his dragon illustration as

against my contention he must be indeed in "a parlous
state. " One word more. Dr. Reid professes to scout

Spencer, Eimer, Hertwig, Cunningham, and other advo-
cates of the view that "acquired" characters may be
handed on. Nobody asks him to "review the works of

Spencer " in THE LANCET, but this rejoinder of his, I hope,
none of your readers will regard as disposing of the fact
that some of our most distinguished biologists are opposed
to the Weismannian and Galtonian doctrines tooth and nail.
Already I have referred Dr. Reid to cases reported in your
own pages. He will find others in Eimer’s and Hertwig’s
works. He’says nothing, for example, of the experiments I
alluded to on the division of ova, each division reproducing
a perfect animal, and yet he avers there is no evidence on
my side for him to criticise. In a word, Dr. Reid shuts

his eyes conveniently to the evidence on the other side,
and then, with his optic on the dragon seated on the ’

cross of St. Panl’s, asks me to desist from requesting him
"to prove a negative." 

" "I ask him for evidence," says Dr.
Reid, and in turn I have suggested where he will find it. If
he does not care to criticise it-he has criticised a good deal
of evidence on his own side in your pages-that is his own
affair. Meanwhile let me say that I believe that the whole

question of heredity is still snb judiec. It is sheer folly for Dr.
Reid, as it would be folly on my part, to pretend that either
of us has reached an adequate explanation of the varied
phases of inheritance. But I protest forcibly at the same
time against the idea that the advocates of Weismannian or
Galtonian doctrines have proved their case as against the
heredity of acquired characters. That case, as pushed
to extremes, may, at present, be adequately represented
by Dr. Reid’s ecclesiastically minded dragon.

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully.
Edinburgh, July 6th, 1901. ANDREW WILSON.

EPSOM COLLEGE.
To the Edi.tors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,-I beg to thank you warmly for your admirable
leading article in THE LANCET of July 13th, p. 90. on the
position, aims, and difficulties of Epsom College-nothing .
could be better. But there is one error in your report of my
observations at the dinner that needs correction. The amount
collected and expended upon the pensioners and foundation
scholars within the past 14 or 15 years has been between
E70,000 and &pound;80,000, not between .617,000 and E18,000.

I omitted to state that by the will of the late Mr. J. F.
France, ophthalmic surgeon to Guy’s Hospital, he has left
about &pound;10,000 to found additional pensions for medical
men, to be awarded at the discretion of the council upon
which he had served nearly 50 years. He had also arranged
to complete the purchase of a tenth scholarship for girls at
the schools of the Royal Asylum of St. Anne’s. These also
are entrusted to the council to award. Altogether my old
teacher has expended .622,000 on the purchase of these

scholarships for young girls at St. Anne’s and in providing
for these additional pensions for aged medical men.

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully, ’

I 27, Soho-square, W., July, 1901.
C. HOLMAN,

Treasurer of Epsom College.

" THE ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE."
To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,-Following your recent leading article on the above
subject in which you express regret for the absence on the
committee of reorganisation "of an army medical officer
of high administrative rank and experience" and "trust
that the committee will be empowered to call any witnesses
whom they may desire to examine," and the reply of the
Secretary of State for War in the House of Commons on

July 4th that "the committee was a consultative one."
only, that "the proceedings would be private " and that they
"would not take evidence," one turned to your issue of
July 13th in the hope of finding some reference to the

position taken up by the War Office as narrated in the replies
to the questions asked by Dr. Farquharson and Sir Charles
Dilke, and in the absence of such will you allow me to
make a few remarks ?

I take it for granted that the department will concur in the
views which you express in the article in question ; and, indeed,
without a member on the committee of high army medical
rank ’’ with a knowledge of military organisation and the re-
quirements of field medical service," it is difficult to understand
how the outcome of this scheme placed before the committee,
emanating apparently from the War Office itself irrespective of
the Army Medical Office, can adequately meet the army
wants and solve the difficulties under which the Royal
Army Medical Corps labours. It is true that this com-

mittee comprises the names of professional men of high
civil standing, a lieutenant-colonel of the Royal Army
Medical Corps who also represents Ireland and the pro-
fessional head of the India Office, yet, with the one

limited exception, it members cannot possess that practical
knowledge of the medical needs and the details of army
routine organisation and command bearing on the efficient
performance of the duties placed upon the corps, which is
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the outcome of "having gone through the mill" and of
experience of " where the shoe pinches" ; nor can they fully
gauge " the general medical requirements of the army they
are invited to consider" when deprived of the only means
capable of eliciting the needs--the evidence of those who i
have "borne the burden and heat of the day." We have 

c
heard much lately of War Office reformation based on t
business principles, yet in respect of the medical section the c

primary essential to success-probing of the defects and c

laying bare the wants and opposing conditions to ,
efficient work by interrogation of those having prac- ]
tical knowledge and experience of details-is ignored. ]And this committee, on whom so much public
interest is centred and on whose conclusions so much
of future army results depend for good or ill will work in

private and "the terms of reference" placed before them it is
" not proposed to publish 

" t

Well, Sirs, this committee is formed for the purpose of re-

dressing the past and preventing the recurrence of the com-
plaints which have given it birth, yet it must be apparent to
anyone who glances over the past 30 or 40 years that the
military authorities might have retained the goodwill of the
profession which it had in 1860-61 and obtained an efficient
body of professional men by making the conditions palatable
to men of good standing and such as would permit of efficient
performance of the duties placed upon them, and so have
obviated the present necessity for action ; but what do the
facts of the past 30 or 40 year:,> reveal but a condition of
affairs, excluding from the purview the formation of the

Royal Army Medical Corps, calculated to alienate the
men whom the country required and to oppose efficient
organisation and work. Any time during ,that period
a well-contented department would have advertised itself,
and it would only have required the War Office to
make its numerical wants known to have met with the

response from the profession which it obtained in the early
"sixties" ; but so far from this condition pertaining we know
that the contrary was the fact and the results we see in the
necessity for the present committee. I venture to say that few
if any thinking members of the department during the period
mentioned had the faintest belief in the existence of a
wish on the part of the military authorities for a strong and
efficient medical service-indeed, their acts negative such a
conclusion ; and when the past and the present are taken
together the hope of a thoroughly well-organised and well-
contented corps capable of performing satisfactorily the im-
portant army duties placed upon it grows small indeed. In
the past it is quite certain that the responsibility for the
defects of the department, including the shortcomings in the
present war, rests with the War Office sections which have
determined the conditions under which the work had to be
,done, and it is to be desired that in the future it will be borne
in mind in assessing responsibility how insignificant a part
the Army Medical Service played in the present in formulat-
ing the conditions necessary for its vitality and efficiency.
Incleed, the studied indifference to its wishes and voice
constitutes the worst feature in respect to its future well-

being.
I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,

FRANCIS H. WELCH, F.R.C.S. Eng.,
Lee, S.E., July 15th, 1901. Surgeon-Colonel, A.M.S. (retired).

THE GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL
ELECTION.

To the Editors of THE LANCET. I
SIRS,&mdash;The Council of the British Medical Association

having kindly permitted a meeting to be held at Cheltenham
during the annual week it has been arranged to hold a
meeting at St. Mary’s Hall on Friday morning-, August 2nd,
at 9.15 A. M. All the Direct Representatives of the profession

will be invited to attend and to speak on medical politics,
and the same courtesy will be extended to all gentlemen
who intend to become candidates. The meeting will be open
to all members of the profession, whether members of the
Association or not. As it is probable that many gentlemen
will desire to speak a time-limit will be fixed.

I shall be glad to receive communications from any
member of the profession who is desirous of taking part in the
meeting. I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,

T. GARRETT HORDER.
32, Windsor-place, Cardiff, July 16th, 1901.

VELDT SORES.
To the -Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,--I am reported in THE LANCMT of July 13th, p. 82,
in the account, of the meeting of the Pathological Society
of London held on July 3rd, as saying that the coccus of
the veldt sore would grow in a moist heat of 86&deg; C., in L
dry heat of 110&deg; C., and it had retained all its virulence in a
dry film for 61 (lays." This should read the coccus
would survive and grow after being subjected for five
minutes to moist heat of 86&deg; C., dry heat 110&deg; C., or

prolonged drying for 61 days.
I am. Sirs. vours faithfully.

Middlesex Hospital, July 16th, 1901. N. BISHOP HARMAN.

"BRITISH MEDICAL MEN AND GERMAN
WATERING-PLACES."

Tu the Editors of THE LANCET.
’ SIRS,-I read with a mixed feeling of interest your corre-
spondent’s article about British Medical Men and German

Watering-places. I wonder how many of the gentlemen who
carefully inspected these watering-places have inspected in
the same manner the watering-places at home.

I also have paid visits to most of the German watering-
places before I wrote my work on " Sea Sickness and Health
Resorts," but I am glad I did not neglect to visit the

English watering-places first. I maintain that the

majority of cases sent to German watering-places would
do much better if sent to watering-places at home, besides
saving themselves great fatigue, expense, and many of the
social disadvantages associated with these German watering-
places.
The majority of the cases which are sent or go to Germany

for Schott’s treatment return without any benefit and would
improve much better under ordinary treatment at home on
account of the cases being unsuitable for Schott’s treatment.

’ A German doctor in conversation once said to me that the
l English doctors were always grumbling about the profession
t being so poor, yet, he said, "you send all your rich patients
abroad and keep all the poor ones at home." There is a
L good deal of common sense in this remark. I think a medical
1 
man should always consider whether there is not an English

- 

watering-place where he can send his patient in preference
- 

to sending the patient abroad; further, if he is not acquainted
1 with the properties of any springs, let him write to one of
e the local men and he will be sure to receive a courteous reply
e giving him every information.
e I should very much like to see the faces of a number of
e German doctors if it was proposed to them to come and visit
eour watering-places with a view of learning their advantages
tand sending their patients. I am sure it would be a study.
&ecirc;- There are, I know, certain diseases that are more benefited 

’

’. by certain German waters, and I further know that there are
e a certain class of people who will go to German watering-
1- places, but I protest against sending our patients over whole-

sale and forgetting we have watering-places at home.
I am. Sirs. vours truly.

I Manchester-square, W., July 15th, 1901. 
J

THOMAS DUTTON.

"THE CONTAMINATION OF POST-
OFFICES."

To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,-With reference to the letters which have recently
appeared on this subject in THE LANCET it cannot be too
clearly understood that it is maintained by those who are
opposed to the present action of the Postal Telegraph Clerks’
Association that if the course suggested by that association
were adopted it could supply no guarantee that any needful
sanitary alterations in post-office buildings would be carried
out.

Before, however, the assertions made by your corres-

pondents can be accepted as evidence of their aptitude to
mould publit opinion on these matters it would be well that
the public should be enlightened in the very numerous
inaccuracies with which their letters abound. In
Mr. Belderson’s letter a very strong point is endeavoured
to be made from Mr. Balfour’s statement on June 7th in the
House of Commons that every one of the Tweedmouth recom-
dations had been carried out. A careful perusal of his letter


